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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 01/08/2007. 

Claims 33 5 35, 37, 39, 40, 51-53, 55-57, 59, 61, 63-65 are pending in this application. In 
the Amendment, claims 33, 35, 37, 51, 53, 55, 61 and 63 were amended and claims 34, 36, 38, 
41, 42,43-50, 54, 58, 60, and 62 were canceled. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 33, 35, 37, 39, 40, 52, 53, 55-59, 61 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Narayanaswami, (U.S. Pat. No. 6,556,222, Beaton et al. ("Beaton", U.S. 
Pat. No. 6037937), and Read (U.S. Pat. No. 6,443,614). 

Per claim 33, Naraynaswami teaches a method for providing a user interface for an 
electronic device having a housing that includes a display, the method comprising: 

providing a plurality of elements about a perimeter of the display (see fig. 8 A and 8B; 
col. 3, lines 1-16). Naraynaswami does not teach providing a plurality of input elements on the 
housing arranged about a perimeter of the display wherein the input elements are separate from 
the display; displaying information in a foreground of the display; displaying a plurality of 
control image in a background of the display, each control image indicating a task to be 
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performed by the electronic device, and positioning each control image in the background of the 
display immediately adjacent to a corresponding one of the input elements on the housing to 
associate the control image with the corresponding input element, wherein activation of one of 
the input elements initiates performance of the task indicated by the associated control image. 

However, Beaton teaches displaying information in a foreground of the display (figs. 3 A 
and 3B; display 340); and a plurality of control images in a background of the display, each 
control image indicating a task to be performed by the electronic device (fig. 8; col. 5, lines 19- 
26 and lines 40-54). Read teaches providing a plurality of input elements on the housing 
arranged about a perimeter of the display wherein the input elements are separate from the 
display, and positioning each control image of the display immediately adjacent to a 
corresponding one of the input elements on a housing to associate the control image with the 
corresponding input element, wherein activation of one of the input elements initiates 
performance of the task indicated by the associated control image (fig. 1A; col. 1, lines 30-40, 
and lines 54-60, and col. 4, lines 45-55). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching of Beaton and Read in 
the invention of Naraynaswami in order to provide graphical control tools for efficient 
navigation in display devices, and in order to allow a user to easily associate a key of a handheld 
device with a function displayed on the display screen. 

Per claim 35, Read teaches wherein the plurality of input elements comprises a first pair 
of input elements positioned on opposite sides of the housing (fig. 1 A; col. 1, lines 54-60). 

Per claim 37, Beaton teaches defining a plurality of regions within the background of the 
display (fig. 9A), positioning each of the control images within one of the defined regions (fig. 
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9A-10C; col. 5, lines 40-54). Read teaches each defined region is positioned proximate to a 
separate one of the input elements (col. 1, lines 30-40 and lines 54-60); and 

Per claim 39, Read teaches the method of claim 33 wherein each of the input elements 
comprise a button positioned on the housing (fig. 1 A). 

Per claim 40, 52 and 53, Read teaches the electronic device comprises a watch (fig. 1 A). 

Claim 55 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 33. 

Per claim 56, Read teaches wherein the computer process further comprises receiving an 
activation signal from the input element (col. 1, lines 30-40). 

Per claim 57, Read teaches wherein the computer process further comprises performing 
the task indicated by the control image associated with the input element after the activation 
signal is received (col. 1, lines 30-40 and lines 54-60). 

Per claim 59, Beaton teaches wherein the combining operation includes blending the 
information screen and the control screen such that the control screen appears in front of the 
information screen (figs 8 and 1 OA- 10C; col. 5, lines 19-26 and col. 6, lines 26-35). 

Claim 61 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 37. 

Per claim 65, Read teaches wherein the plurality of input elements further comprises a 
second pair of input elements positioned on opposite sides of the housing (fig. 1 A; col. 1, lines 
54-60). 

Claims 51, and 63-64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
Narayanaswami, (U.S. Pat. No. 6,556,222, Beaton et al. ("Beaton", U.S. Pat. No. 6037937), 
Read (U.S. Pat. No. 6,443,614), and Hoeksma (U.S. Pat. No. 6,271,835). 
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Per claim 63, the modified Naraynaswami teaches the computer readable medium of 
claim 55, but do not teach the computer process further comprises loading a character set, the 
character set including a plurality of individual characters; dividing the character set into 
character subsets; representing each of the character subsets as a separate control image in the 
control screen; receiving an activation signal from one of the input elements representing a 
selection of one of the character subsets; narrowing a range of the individual characters within 
the character set to the selected character subset; and repeating the dividing, representing, 
receiving, and narrowing operations until a selection of one of the individual characters is made. 
However, Hoeksma teaches the computer process further comprises loading a character set, the 
character set including a plurality of individual characters (fig. 2; col. 2, lines 24-48; and col. 4, 
lines 1 1-26); dividing the character set into character subsets (fig. 2; col. 2, lines 24-48; and col. 
4, lines 1 1-26); representing each of the character subsets as a separate control image in the 
control screen (fig. 2; col. 2, lines 24-48; and col 4, lines 1 1-26); receiving an activation signal 
from one of the input elements representing a selection of one of the character subsets; 
narrowing a range of the individual characters within the character set to the selected character 
subset (fig. 2; col. 2, lines 24-48; and col. 4, lines 1 1-26); and repeating the dividing, 
representing, receiving, and narrowing operations until a selection of one of the individual 
characters is made (fig. 2; col. 2, lines 24-48; and col. 4, lines 1 1-26). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching 
of Hoeksma in the invention of the modified Naraynaswami because it provides users with a 
clear and intuitive method of data input in an area of limited space. 

Claim 51 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 63. 
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Claim 64 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 40. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments with respect to the amendment have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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